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——* If any man thatis called a brother be —an idolater— 
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2 Corintu. VI. 16. 


---Wuar agreement hath the temple of 
GOD with idols ?--- | 


><foo<hs WO branches of the popifh con- 
oes troverfy, viz. the infallibility 
Tom * & and fupremacy claimed by the 
S. ee. $ bifhop and church of Rome, 
Spoodpoodts were handled by the two aged 
* and learned divines +, whom I 
have the honor to fucceed in this department 
of the Dudleian Ledure. It is now propofed, 
by divine affiftance, to offer fomething con- 
cerning the idolatry of that church ; it being 
one of the capital errors objected againft her. 
This branch of the controverfy alone is fo 
fruitful, that it would require many difcourfes 
to handle it in all its extent and variety. 
This learned audience will, therefore, expeét 
nothing more ina fingle difcourfe, tho’ Jong, 
than a general idea of popifh idolatry ; an 
imperfect fketch, the outlines of it. 
Idolatry 
} The Rev. Enowarp Wiccreswortn, D. D. late 


Hotxts Profeffor of Divinity ; and the Rev. Mr. 
Tuomas Foxcrorrt, of Boston. 
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Idolatry confifts in general in the fervice of 
idols, or falfe, i imaginary deities. But this, like 
all other crimes, admits of various degrees. 
The worfhip of a creature under the formal 
notion of its being the true God, exclufively 
of him, is the grofleft kind of idolatry. The 
worthip of any creature in common with him, 
as though it were equally God, isa lower, but 
ftill‘very high degree of it. A’ third fpecies 
thereof is paying fuch fervice to creatures, un- 
der the notion of religion, as God hath forbid- 
den, and as they are unworthy of ; although 
it may be profefledly paid to them,not as gods, 
but in fubordination to him, ‘as the ultimate 
object of worfhip. It is alfo idolatry to wor- 
fhip the true God by images, or under any 
fuppofed material reprefentations of him. And 
it may be laid down asa general rule, that all 
fuch practices as the fcripture hath condemned 
as idolatrous in Jews or Pagans, are equally 
idolatrous in profeffed Chriftians. 

*Proteftants have not accufed Papilts of the 
firtt and groffett kind of idolatry, or worfhip- 
ping idols exclufively of ‘the ‘true God ; but 
they have charged them’ with*all the others : 
And to make good this old accufation, is the 
bufinefs now before me. In the profectition 
of which; a fummary account will be given of 
the do@rine and practice of the church of 
Rome refpecting the worthip of the eucharift; 
faints and. pt ipittures and images. 


Chriftians 
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.. Chriltians early began to fpeak too myfti- 
cally, not to fay unintelligibly, concerning the 
eucharift, or Lord’s fupper. They did fo more 
and more,tillthe doctrine of tranfubftantiation, 
and the worfhip of the facrament, were fully 
eftablifhed... The council of Trent, confirmed 
by pope Pius, IV, and confidered as an authen- 


y any former council. In feffion 13th that 
council declareth as follows: ‘ Principio do- 
‘cet fancta fynodus,’ &c. In the firft place the 
holy fynod.teacheth, and openly and fimply pro- 
Seffeth, that in the pure facrament of the holy 
eucharifi, after the confecration of the bread 
and wine, our Lord Fefus Chrift, true God and 
man, is truly, really and fubftantially contained un- 
der the fpecies [or appearances] of thofe fenfible 
thingst. This great myftery is increafed in 
chapter 3d of the fame feffion, where the coun- 
cil attempts to explain it. It is there faid, 
* Statim poft confecrationem,’ &c. That ime. 
mediately after confecration, the, true body of our 
Lord, and. his true blood, exif? under thefpecies of 
bread and wine,together with his foul.andDivinity; 
his body indeed under the fpecies of bread, and his 
blood under the fpecies of wine; by virtue ofithe 
words [of confecration ’;]..but the body itfelf un 
der.the fpecies of wine, and the blood under the 
Species of bread, and the foul under both, by virtue 
of that natural connexion and concomitancy, by ‘which 

RaP ¢ 

ac Cone, Trident. Seif, 13. cap. x. 
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the parts of Chrift the Lord, who prefently rofe 


from the dead to die no more, are united together ; 
and alfo theDivinity, becaufe of the admirable hy- 
poftatical union thereof with the boy and forl. 
Wherefore it is moft true, that one and the‘ fame 
‘thing [or as much*] is contained under either 
Species, and under both : for whole ‘and perfect 
Chrift exifteth under the /pecies of bread, and un- 
der every part of its fpecies ; alfo under the /pe- 
cies of wine, and under its parts. yon 

- Thus thefe venerable fathers. And this 
‘wonderful change of the bread and wine is 
faid, in the next chapter, to have been conve- 
niently and properly called tranfubftantiation. Xt 
‘follows, chapter 5th, ‘ Nullos itaque dubitandi 
* locus relinquitur,’ &c. There is therefore no 
room left for doubt, but that all the faithful of 
Chrift, according to the prattice ever received in 
the catholic church, fhould in reverence give the 
worfhip of latria, which is due to the true God, 
to this moft holy facrament. For neither is it 
therefore the lefs to. be adored, becaufe it was in- 
frituted by Chrift the Lord, to be taken {or eaten 
‘and drunk]-t..’"Thus the council : ‘And in the 
Reman-ritual this facrament: is honored with 
the title of: oar Creator. °°* "#0 Bas eee 

> Ipaanit. be-obferved-here, that, the church 


declares, 
* tantumdem, > t+ at famater, 
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declares, that the eucharift is to be worfhipped 
therewith. The doétrine and prattice of the 
church of Rome in this refpeé are exally con- 
formable to each other. The eucharift is wor- 
_ fhipped by them in the moft folemn manner, with 
proftrations, prayers and incenfe. The hoft is 
often catried in proceffions, with the reateft 
folemnity: And thofe who are but cafually pre- 
fent where it pafles along, are obliged to kneel 
down, as in an act of worfhip to God ; unlefs, 
perhaps, they will run the rifque of the inqui- 
fition, or of being knocked on the head by the 

devout rabble that attend it. * 
7 B Their 


* Jt is well known, that the chief accnfation againft the old 
reformers, was, that they denied tranfubftantiation; tho” 
fome even of thofe who fuffered death, particularly John Hus 

and Jerom of Prague, did not differ materially from the 
church of Romein this point ; as plainly appears from Monf. 
Lenfant’s Hiffary of the council of Confiance. And what great 
refs the church of Rome lays upon this doftrine, as a’ me 
diftinguifhing and effential article of faith, will further appear 
from the canons, i.e. curfes, of the council of Trent, feff, 3 
Some of which are here faithfully tranflated, partly with that 
view, and partly with a view to give the unlearned reader a 
clearer idea of what the church of Rome holds, as to,this 
matter. They are as follows. 

Canon I. * Si quis negaverit,’ &c. * if any one fhall deny, that 
in the molt holy facrament of the eucharift the body and ic 
together with the foul and divinity.of our Lord Jefus Chrift, 

are truly, really and fabftantially contained, and therefore 
whole Chrift; but fhall fay, they are in it only as in a fign, 
or.figure, or in virtue ; Jet him be anathema.’ i 
Can. U. «Hf any one, fhall fay, that the {ubftance of bread and 
wine remain in the holy facrament of the eucharift, together 
with the body and blood of our Lord Jefus Chrift ; and shall 

' deny that.admirable and. fingular converfion of the whole 

fybhance of bread into, body, and ofthe whole fubltance of 
ed Ae NT a 
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- Their. do&tine and worfhip being -harmo- 
nious-in, this refpeét ; it follows, that-if the 
doétrine of tranfubftantiation is falfe, their wor- 
fhip grounded thereon ‘is idolatry... It, is, ber 
yond the defign of this difcourfe to enter inte 
a particular difcuffion of that doétrine, or the 
arguments by which it is defended’;-It thall 
fuffice to obferve a few things. with relation 
thereto; barisgst 
This do@rine is as plainly abfurd; {elf-te- 
pugnant, and impoffible to be truc, as any one 
that can be imagined. For what can be more 
fo, than that bread:and wine fhould be changed 
into the very body and blood of Chrift; while 
yet all the known properties of bread and wine 
femain, without the fubje@& or fubftance ; and 
mone- of the peculiar properties of flefh or 
blood are perceived? What more impoffible, 
than that.this bread and wine fhould alfo be 
changed, at the fame time, into an human foul, 
and into. the very fubftance of the Deity? This 
REIS DAs 389 Yiiog ps St . , doéftrince 
“eine into ‘blood, the fpecies for appearance] only of bread’ 
_> and wing remaining ; which converfion, indeed, the catholic 
church moft fitly callstranfubltantiation ;. lethim be anathema,’ 
Can. II. <Ifany one fhall-deny, ‘that ‘inthe venerable facra- 
_cument of thereucharift whole Chritt is contained under each 
where, gadiprey shes parts of each f{pecies; let him 
icon, Se eee 
an PVEL If aay one thal fay, that “in the holy faérament of 
> yiths ¢uchiariit, Chvilt the only begotten Son.of God is-not to 
be Adored, with, the worfhip of latria, even external ;—let 
A RY OR RENESAS ee eg ee 
'So impoftanta docrine is this,in the church of Rome: And 
more perfons, it is apprehended, have fuftered.death from her 
for denying it; 4nd refufing to worfhip the eucharift, than for 
’ any other fuppofed herefy whatever. 
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doétrine fuppofes alfo, that’ the fame undivided 
body of Chrift may be wholly in heaven and 
wholly’on earth, and in ten million, different 
places dn earth,at the fame time. It-fuppofes, 
that tho’ the bread i is wholly changed into body, 
and ‘the wine wholly into bloed ; ~yet both the 
body and blood of Chrift, the foul and Divitlity, 
exift. wholly and perfeétly: under: each’ 6f “the 
{pecies feperately confidered, and under every 
part thereof, be they ever fo minute and nume- 
rous:- Every apparent crumb. of confecrated 
wafer, and each drop of confecrated wine, , hows 
ever {mall, contains whole, intire Chrift ube 
der that fpecies ; body, blood, foub and: Divi- 
nity ; and yet it is owned, that there js byt one 
Chrift! Befides; this doétrine fuppofes,. that 
when our Lord inftituted the fupper, he took 
his whole body into his own hand, which was 
but a part of it; put himfelf into his. own 
mouth, fwallowed down his intire body in- 
to his fomach, and at the fame time gave his 
body and blood tq be wholly eaten and drunk 
by each of his apoftles ! Could the moft fertile 
imagination invent graffer, more a cehotet or 

more impious incongruities 2, oer wen 
The evidence of fenfe: is) the: métt> certain, 
that ‘we ‘ate capable of ; and “by this we kitow 
that tranfubftantiation i is falfe. . The Romapifts 
‘donot pretend ‘to deny, but that all the five 
fenfes bear teftimony againit it, as much as they 
peflibly could if it were falfe, or if. the bread 
and wine remained’ 1p the iugeling, hocus- 
sseainr inte _ pocus 
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pocust trick, which they term ¢onfecration. 
tis, therefore, at beft weak and puerile, in fuch 
a cafe as. this, to urgé the teftimony of feripture, 
or divine revelation. For the truth of the Chrif- 
tian revelation itfelf depends on. the truth of 
éertain faéts, by which there was an appeal made. 
to the fenfes of men; particularly. the miracles 
and refurre@tion of our Saviour. The evidence. 
of fenfe being fet afide as precarious, it cannot 
be proved that ever our Lord uttered thofé 
words, ‘ This is my body’; that he had any. 
body at all; or that there was ever fuch a per- 
fon in the world, as “the man Chrift Jefus,’ in 
diftin@tion from a mere phantafm, or, in the 
language of our adverfaries, from the /pecies of 
aman. Thus does the church of Rome, by 
this doétrine, fubvert the very foundations of 
chriftianity. We cannot be more certain, that 
any one thing in nature is what it appears 
to be, and. not another, the moft. different 
therefrom, than that true bread and wine re- 
main after. confecration; and confequently, 
that tranfubftantiation is the grofleft impofition 
and infult, that ever the priefthood.itfelf put 
upon the fuperititious credulity of mankind. 
“This doétrine then, being plainly, falfe, the 
church of Rome.is certainly guilty of idolatry, 
in worfhipping the cucharift as true God... For 
what is idolatry, if it be not fo, to believe a 
creature to be the Creator, and to pay divine 
homage thereto accordingly ? Befides ; when, — 
a. Sh aes to 
T Hocus-pocus feems only a corrupt produnciation “Of Heg 


ef corpus, 


ee 
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to juftify their wotfhip of the eticharift, fo. 
often objected againft’ as idolatry, they alledge 
tranfubftantiation ; making this fuppofed change 
the ground of their worfhip ; this isan implicit 
acknowlédgment, that “their worfhip. would 
actually’be idolatrous, if there were no fuch 
_ changé: For why is this alledged, to exculpate- 
themfelves, if théit worfhip of the eucharift” 
would not be idélatry without it? ~~ ~ 
Some Roéman-catholics have, indeed, ‘ex- 
ptefly owned this confequence. Cofterus “ par- 
ticularly, a learnéd jefuit, expreffeth himfelf 
very ftrongly, as cited by do&or H. Moré.- 
Saith he, ‘The errors of thofe were more toé. 
‘ Jerable, who worfhipped fome golden or filver 
‘ flatue, or fome image of any other materials, 
‘for their God,’ as the heathen worfhipped 
‘their gods; or a red cloth hung upon the 
* top of a {pear, as is reported of the Laplan- 
‘ders; or fome live animal, as of old the 
‘Egyptians did; than thofe who worfhip a 
‘ bit of -bread, as hitherto the ‘Chriftians’ have 
‘done all over the world, if the doétrine of 
‘ tranfubftantiation be not true.” Thus do 
fome Roman-catholics fully agree with us in 
this confequence ; but ‘others deny it. And. 
the fubftance of what the’latter fay, is, 'That - 
tho’ tranfubftatiation fhould be'falfe ; yet ‘the — 
Deity is certainly there préfent in the bread and 
wine, fo that théy do’ riot mifs of the proper 
object Of adoration, while they feem’ to wor 
this thofé material objects: And,. that they 
= | cannot 
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cannot be juftly charged with idolatry, becaufe 
they do‘not intentionally worfhip’ a creature, 
knowing it to be fo, but firmly believing it to 
be true’ God. Thus they try ‘to exculpate 
themfelves,on the very difagrecable fuppofition 
that tranfubftantiation is an error, and their in- 
fallibility miftaken ; whether effegtually, ‘or not, 
may appear from the following confiderations, 
~The divine nature-is effentially every-where ; 
intimately and equally prefent in all fenfible 
Objects throughout the univerfe. And if mere: 
ly the divine pyefence in anf objeét, will excufe 
its worfhippers from idolatry, then all other 
creatures may be worfhipped without idolatry, 
as well as the eucharift; provided the wor 
fhippers intentionally dire& their devotions 
ultimately, not to thefe objects abitractly con- 
fidered, but as fymbols of the Deity prefent in 
them, This isa plain confequence, aiid allow 
ed by fome Roman-catholics. Thus, no perfon, 
who is a believer in the true God, an omni- 

refent being, can ever be guilty of idolatry, 
bow ‘many material wv ee foever he may 
worthip inthe fame fenfe‘ that the Romanilts 
worthip bread and-wilie ip the eucharift.. Tho’ 
gach ‘of thefe objects is fuppofed to be God, 
and -worthipped ‘under ‘that perfuafion’; and 
tho’! the\votary would’ be miftaken “in this 
relpe® ; 3yet he would not mifs’ of ‘the proper 
object Of adoration, beéaufe, thé worft:come to 
the wort, God is» prefent® therein, whom he 
intends to worthip ;- which is fufficient to clear 

nae ea tee him 
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him from idolatry. For example; if one per= 
fon fhould worfhip the fun, another an image 
of wood or brafs, a third a man, a fourth 4 
beaft, and thie fifth a devil, éven with Jatria j 
cach of the.deyotionifts being fo infatuated as 
to believe,the obje&t of his worfhip the living 
and true God; Roman-catholics could nog, 
upon the principle aforefaid, charge them. with 
idolatry ;,or.do it without condemning them- 
felves.. They would, indeed, be miftaken,. but 
not idolaters ; becaufe it was their intention td 
worthip the true God. : a Ae 


“irre > 


proper Deity, and the more devoutly they adore 
them ; 
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them ; fo much lefs liable they are to the im- 
putation of idolatry. But the direc contrary 
is manifeftly true: By how much more fin- 
cerely any believe a creature to be the true 
God, and worthip it as fuch; by fo much the 
more grofs is their idolatry.. Let us fuppofe, 
for illuftration, that among the Ifraelites of old, 
pe worfhipped golden calves, there were per- 
fons. of different opinions ; that fome adored 
them merely as fymbols, or reprefentations of 
the true God; but that others were fo fottith 
as to believe the calf, to which they bowed 
down, was really Jehovah himfelf under. the 
appearance or /pecies of a calf; even the ver 
God that created, and brought them out f 
Egypt. Now, on this fuppofition, would any 
fentible man fay, that the former were, indeed, 
guilty of idolatry, but not the latter ; becaufe 
they believed this four-footed beaft to be their 
Creator? Ought it not to be faid, on the con- 
trary, that they were, for that very reafon, 
more brutith idolaters than the others, who 
worthipped it only as an image or fymbol of 
the Godhead? Or let us apply this to the 
heathens. The ignorant vulgar, who worfhip- 
ped fenfible objects as real deities, were ever 
and juftly accounted more fottith idolaters than 
thofe fpeculative perfons, who had nofuch high 
opinion of thefe objects, but worfhipped them 
merely as reprefentations of the-gods; or rather, 
as fome of them feem to have done, of the vari- 
ous powers, virtues and -perfeétions of one 
Sor almighty, 
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almighty, {piritual‘and invifible being. Thus, if 
among’thé ancient Perfians fome adored the 
rifing fu, only-as the moft glorious fymbol of 
the*Deity~and° a principal’ mean or inftruméent 
of his ‘nYuritficence, while others worthipped it 
as being itfclf-God'; the idolatry of'the latter 
was certainly: more grofs than that of the for- 
mer. Bythe’ fame rule, the more fiticérely 
any believe ttanfubftantiation, and worfhip the 
eucharift as*God ; the more fottifh is their ido- 
Jatry. Their’ idolatry would be lefs fcandalous, 
tho’ real, if they worfhipped it merely as‘a_re- 
prefentation of the Deity, or a facred memorial 
of our redemption by Chrift. And here it is 
hatural to‘obferve, that the idolatry of the Ro- 
manifts'is more grofs in this refpe@, than that 
of the Ifraelites in worthipping golden calves, 
or than many: perfons, even among the Pagans, 
were ‘chargeable with. ‘Fhere is no good rea- 
fon to'think, that the Hraclites believed @ gol- 
den-ealf, which they had juft made, to be the 
true God, theirCreator ; as the Papifts do, bread 
and wine. “And it is-certain, that fome ‘of the 
more intellioent heathens difelaimédy ‘with mich 
indignation, the thought of werthipping any 
material objects’, other wife” thar as fymibols of 
the Deity 5 while: the wulgar ‘adored’ then, “as 
having divinity’ belonging ‘to°them.” So'thar 
‘popith idolatry; inc this>refpeas approacheth 
nearer to that-ofivulgar Pagans, than to ‘that of 
the more‘enlightened among them. >? And in- 
-deed, none of them: were ever fobrital and 
favage, as to eat what he took for a deity: at 
C leaft 
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leaft we .read of no fuch fe& as that of God- 
eaters, even. in the moft barbarous nations 
and ages. And itis certainthat theEgyptians, 
who worfhipped many forts of animals, roots 
and. vegetables, that were good for food, as 
gods ; yet thought it impious at once toadore 
and devour them: But the Papilts, | it feems, 
are lefs delicate, or fqueamith, .. 

~ Let me difmifs this part ofthe fubject. with 


~ aremark of the late Dr. Middleton, agreeable 


toy what was juft now faid, in his excellent 
Leiter. from Rome, fhewing an exact con- 


formity between .popery and paganifm. in 


many. particulars, ‘As to. that. celebrated 
«act. of popifh idolatry, the worfhip of the 
‘ holt,’ faith he, ‘ I muft confe(s,. that Ican- 
‘hot find the leaft. refemblance of it in any 
* part of the pagan worfhip : and as often as 
‘ T have been {tanding by at mafs, and feen 
‘ the whole congregation proftrate on the 
‘ ground, in the humblett pofture of adoring; 
‘ [could not help reflecting on a paflage of 
‘ Tully, when {peaking of the abfurdity .of 


* the heathens in the choice. of their gods : 
‘. But was man, fays he, ever fo mad .as..to take 
2 that. which he feeds upan for agodi ? § This 


was an extravagance referved for popery a- 
Agnes And what an o/d Roman could not 
vt think too grofs even for Egyptian.idola- 


Fo try to {wal low, is now become .the princi- 


‘ pal part of worthip, and the moft diftinguith- 


“4 ing article of faith, in modern Rome,’ 


LET 
§ Sed ecquem tam amentem effe | putas, qui illud, quo vefcatur, 
Deuna credat efle, “Cic, de Nat, Deor. jj. 


Saints and “Angels. Sg 


ET us now proceed to the worfhip of 
Giz faiats and angels, as practifed in the fare 
church ; by which the charge of idolatry will 
be'further fixed upon her. pee ODN 
** The worfhip of demons, or the foiils of 
renowned perlons after their deceafe; is a very 
ancient {pecies of idolatry ; as fome fuppofe, 
even more ancient than the flood. Be that as 
it may, this became afterward almoft an uni- 
verfal practice. For it is paft’ difpute, that 
the greater part of the gods and goddeffes 
‘wotlhipped by the heathens, were demons: 
deceafed heroes and kings, the inventors of 
arts, and other famous perfons, male and fe- 
male. This kind of worfhip was ftritly pro- 
hibited to the Ifraclites ; -but yet’ they fome- 
‘times fell into it, in ‘conformity to their hea- 
then neighbours. Chriftianiry, which was 
defigned to’ be the religion of the world, not 
of one nation only, was particularly adapted 
to’put an’end to this, and all other kinds of 
‘fuperttitious, falfe worfhip among the Gentiles; 
‘and ‘to eftablith that of one God, by one Me- 
diator, thro’outthe earth. ‘ For there is one 
“God, and one Mediator ‘between ‘God and 
*‘men, the man Chrift Jefus; who gave him- 
* felf-a ranfom for all, to ‘be ‘teftified in due 
“time.” And “there is torié other God but 
‘one.’ Fortho’ there be that ate called gods, 
“ whether in heaven or in eatth, (as therd be 
* gods marly, and lords many,) Uut to us there 
§ 4s but ‘one God, ‘the Father, of whom are 
eae | C2 © all 
aetiee OO Ser ato apiaeené ¢ 
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* all things, and we by him;and oneLord, Jefias 
* Chritt, &c.’* The primary bufinefs of the: 
apottles, when they went-among the Gentiles, 
was.to.convert them from the. worfhip: of de~ 


mons, aud other idols,-to the faith and: wor-- 
fhip.of the true God. ‘ We preach unto yous 


faid they, ‘ that ye fhouldturn fromthefe vani- 
* ilies unto theliving God, which made heaven 
‘and earth, and the fea, and all: things that 
‘are therein q. During the apoftolie age, and 
fome time after, Chriftians in-general were fo 
averfe to the worfhip of demons, and all other 
farts of idolatry, that they .determinately re- 
fufed any compliances. with the worfhip of 
their heathen neighbours, even at the expence 
of their blood. They confidered the worfhip 
of angels and demons as inconfiftent with the 
religion which they profeffed ; and as what 
would have been an implicit renunciation of 
it, But the church of Rome is, in effect, for 
reconciling thefe things together ; even the 


¢ 


temple of God with idols. For many ages paft, - 


the worthip of demons, or angels, and the 


fouls of dead men and women, has-been fully | 
eftablifhed therein, and jas much practifed:as - 
ever the like worthip:was.among the heathens. © 
The. chief difference is, that the Romanifts do ~ 


not gall -the faints or angels: godsand goddeffes ; 
though, for aught that appears, they, attribute 


as. much, power to them at leaft, as the pagans ~ 


did to their. inferior. deities-; and depend as 
much upon them. ia 
The 


* 1 Cor, vill. 4, 5,6. {| Adtexiv: 


ceca ag Pen 
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* The rife and progrefs of this fpecies oF idola- 
try in the Chriftian church, was briefly as 
follows. The martyrs were: juftly held in 
great honor after their deceafe. The cemete- 
ries, or places of their burial, ufed to be much 
frequented, even from the earlieft times : 
There the people prayed, not to them indeed, 
but to God; and fometimes fung hymns in 
honor of their memory. All this was done 
for fome time, without any thought of wor- 
fhipping them, though not wholly without 
fuperftition. But an extravagant, and even 
idolatrous veneration for them fucceeded, at 
lea{t'as early as the fourth century. For Vie 
gilantius, who lived ac the latter end of it, as 
Dr. Middleton has obferved, publicly charged 
the ruling clergy with paganizing and idola« 
try, on account of feveral heathenifh cuftoms 
then im the church ; particularly the veneration 
of faints and reliques. ‘ We fee, fays he, in 
effect,a. pagan rite introduced into our chur- 
ches, under the pretext of religion ; when > 
heaps of wax candles are lighted up in — 
clear fun-fhine, and people are every-where ~ 
kiffing and adoring, I know not what, con- 
temptible duft, preferved in a little veffel, 
and wrapped up in precious linnen. 'Thefe 
men do great honor truly to the bleffed mar 
tyrs, bylighting up paultry candles to thofe, 
whom the Lamb in the midft of the throne 
‘illuminates with all the luftre of his majefty.’ 
It is faid that Jerom, who attempted se 
we wer 


a 
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{wer Vigilantius, neither difowned thefe prac- 
tices, nor denied that they’ were’ borrowed 
from the pagan worship ; ‘but’ juftified them 
by faying, * That was once done to idols, and 
# was then to be detefted; but this is'done ta 
£ the martyrs, and is therefore tobe received.’* 
So it feems, that even in Jerom’s ‘opinion, 
avhat was deteftable fuperftition and idolatry 
when done by Pagans in Honor of their gods, 
demi-gods and goddeffes, was-good and pious 
avben done by Chriftians in’ honor of’ the 
martyrs: There needed only to transfer the 
weneration from thofe idols to the faints, 
in’ order to render it* laudable, at leaft ad- 
miffible : The kind of worfhip might be 
retained, if the particular objects of it were 
changed, and chriftian demons introduced in- 
ftead of pagan demons ! apy 

| But worldly policy, as well as fuperttition, 
had fome hand in eftablifhing faint-worfhip. 
When Chriftian teachers became corrupt and 
worldly-minded, thro’ the indifcrete zeal, or, 
perhaps, policy, of Conftantine the Great, 
they aimed mote at increafing the number of 
Nominal Chriftians, for fecular ends, than that 
of real.ones ;, or preferving their religion in 
its original purity and fimplicity. And ac- 
‘cordingly; obferving how attached the Pagans 
were to the worfhip of their gods and demi- 
gods,to their magnificent temples,images, and 
the feafts kept in honor of their deities ; the 
‘Chriftian leaders were for bringing them ae 


i 


* Vid, Letter from Rome, the latter end. 
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by. Sia many of their cuftoms. ‘Then 
{pacious, churches were built, fumptuoufly 
adorned, and dedicated; to the martyrs ; pice 
tures, images and. altars. were brought into 
ufe. therein, ;. and the formal invocation. of 
faints encouraged. Thus Chriftians rivalled, 
if not, furpaffed ; Pagans, in their. own way, 
with.a view to, bring them over to. the faith 
of Chrift, atleaft to a profeffion of it. .By 
which temporizing policy, as bifhop Stilling- 
fleet obferyes, chriftianity came at laft to be 
little or nothing elfe but ‘reformed paganifm,’ 
as to its external worfhip: Or, as Turretin 
fays, * the empire was brought over to the 
‘ faith, but the church alfo infected with the 
‘ pomp of the empire ; the Pagans were cone 
‘ verted to Chrift, but the Chriftian worfhip 
‘ depraved to the fafhion of paganifm. ’ * 


The worfhip of faints prevailed more and 
more until the Reformation, tho’ not equal- 
Jy in all parts, nor without oppofition.. It 
‘continues in the church of Rome to this day, 
‘nearly in as MBB press as ever. beikt They-are 
3 bhi | 3 — 


* Sce more relating to sla Letter fram Rome, fub fin, © <i 
+ That. rhe rings are to ‘is invocated, and feltivals and 
temples confecrated tothem, is an erticle. of faithi in. the 
church of Rome, and mentiontd ‘as fuch, in confmon 
with the moft effential doGrines of chriftianity 3 withdue 

the belief of which there is fuppofed,to.be 0 falvation. 

"© Septimus articulus ecclefizRomanz eft, fanétos in coclo 

’. *# pepnantes effe honorandos, ac feltos dies atque bafi 
* Jicas illis confecrandas efle.? Vid. Prelud. nonum ia 


Summam congil.omn. Per, Francifcum Longum 4 Cori- 
olanum, 
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from time to time canonizing new faints, tho’ 
more fparingly than in fome ages paft; juft as 
in old pagan'Rome’ they were from time to 
time enrolling mote dead men in the number 
‘of the gods. “They erect oratories and altars 
to ‘them, proftrate themfelves before their 
fhrines, and’ burn incenfe to them ; ‘all nearly 
in the fame manner, that the Pagans did totheir 
faétitious deities. And the Pantheon at Rome, 
formerly the temple of -all the gods, is now 
dedicated to Mary and all the faints. ‘They 
alfo make formal vows and prayers to them 
for “bleflings temporal, fpiritual and eternal. 
Why might they not-as’ well offer fheep and 
oxen in facrifice to them, as'pay them fuch 
worfhip as this ; and yet be free’ from idola- 
try? dele 
het me inftance in a few of their hymns and 
prayers to the faints, by way of {pecimen. To 
St.Nicholas they addrefs themfelves as follows: 
5 Ergo pie nos exaudi,’ &c. Therefore graciou/ly 
Hear us, who are intent on praifing thee, left we 
are fubjeBed to the fraud of the enemy ; bring us 
belp. Deliver-us from all evil ; conduct us in-the 
right way ; and after this life, introduce us into 
eternal joys. To St. Agnes thus: ‘ Ave, Agnes 
© sloriofa,’ &c. Hail, glorious Agnes ; preferve 
tme in the right faith, O fweet and beloved virgin, 
Tintreat thee with prayers. Grant to all, that 
they may in perfed charity worfhip God, by whom 
thou waft elefed. They have'longer forms of 
‘devotion to other faints ; in which they dif- 
‘tingly implore of them almoft every pias 
es a ce that 
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that can be named ; at leaft as many and great 
-ones asthe Pagans ufed to pray for. to any of 
their gods, not excepting their Jupiter optimus 
¢maximuis ; altho’ they call this worfhip, . which 
they pay'to the faints in common, only. dulia, 
in diftin@ion from latria, But their worfhip.of 
the virgin Mary. they term hyperdulia ; by which 
it is not eafy 1o know. what they mean, only in 
general, that it is fonrething. more extravagant 
-and outrageous than their worfhip .of other 
faints, or oF angels. In her Ko/arie, as. it is 
called, that is, a kind of kturgy for the virgin 
Mary, and in other devotional books, they give 
her the following titles : Queen regent of hea- 
ven, miftrefs of. angels, mother of grace, mother 
of mercy, mother'of God, the hope of the 
world,.the truft of finners, the repairer and favi- 
our of defpairing fouls, the giver of {piritual 
grace, the female faviour of the. world, the 
healer of the fick, the confirmer of .the juf, 
the reftorer of them that go aftray, the helper 
and hope of .the dcfolate, a molt.ready helper ; 
-and the like. , 

They feldom fpeak of the mncrits and inter- 
ceflion of Chrift,but in conjunctien with thofe of 
Mary.; and in language that expreifes their hope 
of falvation by her's, as truly.as by bis}. ‘They 
folemnly confefs their fins to Ged and to.her, 
in the fame breath ;, as. may be teen in feyeral 
parts of the Ritual. ‘Vhey fometimes befeech 

D her 


} See particularly, in the Métua?, the offices called the /aers ment 
of repentance, and the viftlation of bhe fick ; aio whe prays 
fora woman after hid beartng. 
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her to exercife the authority of a mother, and 
to command her fon. And in the office intitled 
Ordo commendationis anime, the dying perfon is 
direéted to pray to her in thefe terms: * Maria, 
‘ mater gratia’, &c. O Mary, mother of grace, 
mother of mercy, do thou protect me from the 
enemy, and receive me in the hour of death. Let 
me here fubjoin a prayer or hymn to Mary out 
of the Rofarie, as follows : ‘ Reparatrix 
© falvatrix’, &c. Thou female repairer aud faviour 
of the defpairing foul, the fhowerer down and 
beftower of Jpiritual grace, heal my wounds, I 
pray, I fervently defire ; and grant the gifts of 
grace to the foul that calleth upon thee : That I 
may be chafte and modeft, gentle, valiant, Jober, 
godly, regular, circum/pect, a firanger to revenge, 
well infiructed, and guarded by the divine ora- 
cles ; conftant, grave and pleafant, benign, lovely, 
prudent in heart, careful to /peak the truth, hat- 
ing evil, ever cleaving to God in pious works. 
Part of another of thefe admirable colleéts in 
the Rofarie, is as follows: ‘ Cor meum illu- 
‘mina’, &c. Enlighten my heart, thou refulgent 
flar of the fea, and ever defend me from the de- 
vices of the enemy. O glorious virgin Mary, 
mother of the eternal King, deliver us from all 
evil, and from the punifhment of Hell. This ts 
a {pecimen of hyperdulia. 

They have another approved book among 
them, called the Mary-P falter, and the ‘P/alter 
of our Lady, the work of their feraphic doétor 
Bonaventure, and himfelf, if we can belicve fo 
ftrange a thing, both a faint and a cardinal ; in 

which 
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which book the devotional pfalms of David are 
turned into forms of prayer and praife to Mary: 
So that, with fome little variations, the fame 
devotions which David offered to the King of 
heaven, they offer to the Queen of heaven, at 
once, according to their divinity, his mother, 
fpoufe and daughter. Part of one of thefe 
pfalms is thus paraphrafed: ‘ In te, Domina, 
‘ fperavi’, &c. In thee, Lady, have I hoped ; I 
Shall never be confounded. Receive me ta thy 
favor ; incline thine ear unto me, and rejoice me 
in my trouble. Thou art my ftrength and. my 
refuge, my confolation and my protection. Unto 
thee have I cried when my heart was in diftrefs ; 
and thou heardeft me from the top of the eternal 
hills. Into thy hands, O Lady, I commend my 
Spirit, my whole life, my laf day. Another thus: 
‘ Salus fempiterna’, &c. Eternal falvation is in 
thy hand, O Lady ; they that will duly honor 
thee, fhall receive it. Thy clemency fhall not 
fail thro eternal ages ; and thy mercy is from 
generation to generation. Another thus : ‘ Dif- 
* pofitione tua mundus’, &c. By thy di/pofition 
{or providence] the world endureth, which thou, 
with God, has funded from the beginning. O 
ge Tam wholly thine ; fave me, “becaufe thy 
praies are delightful in my pilgrimage. ‘This is 
hyperdulia witha witnefs | “And to. thefe {pcci- 
mens of devotion to Mary let me fubjoin. part 
of an_ equally pious infcription mentioned by 
Dr. Middleton, over the gate of a great church 
in Italy ; 3 Viz. © There is no one who can be 
* faved, O moft holy virgin, but thro’ thee 

D2 * Mary, 
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‘Mary; ‘indeed, opens the bofom of her mercy’ 
to allt; forhat the whole univerfe receives out 
of her fulnefs: The captive, redemption ; the 
fick acure ; «the fad, comfort; the \finner, 
- pardon; the juft, grace ; the angle, joy ; the 
«whole Trinity, glory’. The learned © writer 
laft named, very pertinently remarks, that ‘when 
‘ Jeremiah rebukes: the people of Indah for 
© burning incenje to the Queen of heaven, one 
can hardly help imagining, that he is prophe- 
tically pointing out the worthip now paid to 
- the virgin; to whom they aétually burn in- 
-cenfe at this day under that very title’. It is 
alfo well known: that their churches, efpecially 
in Italy, are filled with votive tables and offer- 
ings to Mary and other faints, for fuppofed cures 
and deliverances wrought by them; in like 
manner as the heathen temples were adorned, 
in honor of the gods and goddeffes. And Dr. 
Stillingfleet relates, that there was once adifpute 
among. fome Romancatholics, whether the 
Lord's prayer might, or might not, -be ufed to 
the faints: ‘ Andic was well refolved, and very 
* fubtilly’fays he, ‘ that ultimately, principally, 
‘ primarily and ftrigtly, they. might not; but 
‘jecondarily,. lefs. principally and largely, and 
© relatively:they: might. © | ridiie 
With fach-likevain diftinctions they amufe 
themfelves, impofe pon theignovant, ‘and en- 
deavour to-palliate their idolatrous: worfhip of 
faints and angels... ‘They fay, theyido inot. call 
! ! them 


6 


tal 


* Vid. Offic. B. Virg. ‘Salve Regina ; Ave Regina coelorum ; 
Doinina angelorum’ i 
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them gods, or worfhip. them) with: ‘Jatria ; but 
with an inferior, worfhip.! The council of Trent 
fays, in feflion 25th, ‘:Sanétos una cum Chrifto 
“ wegnantes’, &e., That the faints reigning to- 
gether with Chrift, ofer up their prayers to God 
jor men: that it is good and profttable humbly to 
amvocate them, and to fly to their prayers, help 
and aid, for bleffings to be impetrated of God by 
his Son’, &c. By which cautious manner of 
{peaking, it feems the council was a little afraid, 
either exprefly to:condemn or to juftify faint- 
worfhip in all its enormous extent, or in. the 
manner in which it was then, and. is now a&u- 
ally praétifed. I. muft crave leave to make fe- 
veral remarks, relative to this point... 

The diftinfion between latria and: dulia, -on 
which the church of Rome lays fo: much ftrefs, 
ig an arbitrary one, without any folid foundation 
in-feripture. But taking their own explanation 
of thefe terms, the diftin@ion wilh norvexcufe 
them from idolatry. People may be guilty of 
this, by paying an unwarrantable worfhip: to 
faints and angels, or other creatures, tho’ they 
do not adore: them as equal to God in nature 
and dignity, but worfhip thenias inferior to:him. 
We are, indeed, to give honor,-or, if they:pleafe, 
worfhip, which is an equivecal:term,* to.all 
thofe to whom it is due ;).and-io foch mater 
and meafure as it belongs to themy either byuthe 
exprefsiappointment of God, or by naturabrea- 
fon andiright, im virtue of ithe ‘known: relation 

3 in 


* The word >is dtcrs times Bled tn’ {cripture, to exprefs the 
honor that may & jultly duc, and paid-to creatures. 
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in which they ftand: towards.us.. Butsthe thing 
infifted on is, that that fervice.and.refpeét, whe- 
ther it be called honor only, or worthip, which 
the church of Rome pays. to faints and angels, 
is unwarranted, by reafon, contrary to {cripture, 
and properly idolatrous. ‘Tho’ the holy angels 
are all miniftring fpirits, fent forth to minifter to 
the heirs of falvation ; yet we are forbidden to 
worfhip them thus. ‘ Let no man beguile you 
‘ of your reward,’ fays the apoftle, ‘ in a volun- 
‘tary humility, and worfhipping of angels, in- 
* truding into thofe,which he.hath not feen’+|— 
When John fell af the feet of an angel, paying 
him too profound a reverence ; tho’ it cannot 
be fuppofed, that he thought the angel was God, 
or meant to worfhip him as God, he received a 
check from him: ‘ See thou do it not: I am 
* thy fellow-fervant’, &c.{ And the council of 
Laodicea, convened anno 320 or 321, exprefly 
condemned the worthip of angels under the 
name of idolatry, and as a _forfaking our Lord 
Fefus Chrift *. Now, furely, if even angels are 
not to be bowed down and prayed to by us, 
tho’ we know they minifter to us, and are a fu- 
perior order of beings ; much lefs are the faints 
to be thus worfhipped. We are to be. foliow- 
ers, but not worfhippers of them, who thro’ 
faith and patience inherit the promifes ;  untefs 
thinking and fpeaking. of them with honor, and 
imitating their virtues, “be to worfhip them. 
We know'not that they have any concern with 


human 
+ Col. 11. 18 
a Rev. XIX 10. and XXIE. 8, 
* Vid, Conc. Laod. c. 35. 


Saints and Angels. \\ 31 


human affairs, or that they have any knowledge 
of what is pafling in this lower world. But 
we are fure, neither they, nor the angels are 
omnifcient, omnipotent or omniprefent: Which 
confideration alone fhews the folly, at leaft, of 
worflipping them in the manner the Papifts do. 
efides ; the worfhip of demons [é«#ans» | 
is condemned by the apoftle. ‘ I would nor, 
* fays he, that ye fhould have fellowfhip with 
‘demons. Ye cannot drink the cup of the 
‘ Lord, and the cup of demons’ +. And giv- 
ing heed to ‘ doétrines of demons’, is one cha- 
raéteriftic of thofe who fhould ‘ depart from 
* the faith’ in the laft days. Now, this Greck 
word certainly fignifics an angel or fpirit, whe- 
ther good or bad. For Socrates, by the de- 
mon, of which he boafted, furely meant not 
the devil, or an evil malicious being, but a good 
genius, angel or fpirit ; and all the popifh faints 
are properly demons*. It is well if fome of 
them are not demons even in the bad fenfe of 
the word. : 
Moreover ; tho’ they do not give their faints 
the titles of dii and dex, gods and goddeffes ; 
yet they call them divi and nufhina; as the 
Pagans of old Rome called dead men and wo- 
men after their apotheofist. And it appears 


from 

+ Vid. 1 Cor. X. 19-—~ 22. 
* This is clearly evinced by many, learned Proteftants + particn- 
~ darly Mr Jof, Mede, in his apoflacy of the latter times. See 
alfo Sir aac Newton’s Odfervations on Daniel and the 

. Apocalypfe, ch 14 Pare 1 

t If the indignation of the reader will not be too much raifed, it 
may be an agreeable amufement to him to compare the fullow- 
ing pagan and popith infcriptions, exhibited by Dr. Middle- 
toa 
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from the example before produced, that they 
dire@tly implore of them the greateft bleflings 
of time and eternity ; health of body and mind, 
guidance in the true faith, {piritual grace, pro- 
feGtion from the devil, deliverance from all evil, 

falvation from the pains of hell, a gracious r 
ception at death, and admiffion to the joys o 
heaven. They may,if they pleafe,call this only 
dulia and hyperdulia: But what more, what . 
reater or better do, or can they, pray for to 
God himfelf? Thefe are bleflings, which he 
alone can beftow. And when they pray thus 
to the faints, exprefling their confidence in their 
rotection in the fame terms, in which good 
men ufe to exprefs their’s in the power, provi- . 
dence 


ton in oppofite columns, to thew how nearly Papifts have a- 
dopted the language, as well as fpirit of paganifm ; and af- 
cribed the fame powers,characters and attributes to their faints, 
which bad formerly beeo afcribed to heathen deities. 


Pagan infcriptions. Popifh infcriptions. 
Mercurio et Minerve Maria et Frapcifce 
Diis Tutelarib. Tutelares mei. 
Dii qui huic templo Divo Enuftorgio 

preefident. Qui huic templo 
preefider. 
Numini Mercuri facr. Numini 
Hereuli viétori pollenti po- Divi Georgii 
‘ -invidto. (enti —_ pollentis potentis 
invid. =, 
Preeftiti Jovi. 
S. Divis 
Diis Praeflitibus juvantibus 
Deabufque Georgio Stephanoque 


cum Jove. cum Dso opT. Max. 


dence and grace of God ;, this is really , giving 
divine honors to them : And if Jatria, as, they 
fay, is the worfhip that belongs’ cxclufively 16 
God ; then this is plainly latria, whatever they 
may cali it.. To give fuch worfhip as this té 
the faints, is an implicit afcription of divine per- 
feétions to them, while they are explicitly owned 
to be but creatures. It is a kind of worfhip, 
which fuppofes them to be omnipotent, omni- 
{cient, and omniprefent ; fince He alone, 
who is poffefled of thofe perfeétions, can 
be fuppofed to hear prayers at all times, 
from all parts of the earth at the fame time ; 
and able to grant fuch bleflings. How poor an 
evafion is it then, for Romancatholics to fay, 
they neither call the faints gods, nor worfhip 
them with fupreme worfhip? For is not this to 
fuppofe them really gods? And is not that even 
fupteme worfhip, which can, with propriety, be 
given only to God almighty ? It is of no confe- 
quence, €xcept as a matter of criticifm, whether 
this be called latria or dulia: And if they are 
guilty of an apparent inconfiftency in this ref- 
pect, as well as of idolatry ; it much more con- 
cerns their own infallibility to ‘clear it up, than 

it concerns. us. chimes 
Befides ; this diftinétion might ferve fome 
pagan idolaters as well as,it does, them.;;ail 
thofe, who acknowledged-one-God,-as fupremes 
For him-dlone’ they:profefledly worthipped with 
fupreme honors, anfwering to the latria ot the 
Papifts ; the ethers they worfhipped as’ fubordi- 
nate, with a worfhip anfwering to dulia or hyer- 
SE ate j 1 dulia. 
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dulia. Butcan we think that the apoftle Paul 
would have been fatisfied with fuch an apoloy as 
this ? Suppofe an Athenian Sophift, for example, 
had faid to him: ‘ Altho’ you fee us worthip, 
and offer facrifices to, many invifible beings, 
male and female ; fo that you confider us as 
polythcifts and idolaters ; you are miftaitken, 
for want of attending to our learned diftinéti- 
ons. You muft know then, that fome of us 
at leaft, own one fuyreme and moft perfect 
being: Him only we intentionally honor with 
atria ; the ret we worfhip only with dulia, 
or hyperdulia, as fubordinate to him. Obferve 
well this diftin@tion, good Maftcr Paul ; and 
you will then fee we are no idolaters, how 
many demans, demi gods and goddefles foever 
we worfhip’. Now, one may be pretty cer- 
tain, that the holy apoftle’s {pirit would not have 
been lefs ‘ ftirred in him’, for an apology of 
this fort, than when he came to Athens, and 
‘ faw the city wholly given to idolatry’t. Nor 
is an apology of this kind more fatisfactory 
from the mouth of a modern Romanift, than 
jt would have been from that ofan oldAthenian. 
One cannot well help remarking here, by the 
way, the great difingenuity and affurance of 
thofe Romancatholics, who pretend that they 
pray to the faints only as friendly interceflors, to 
pray for.them. Wereythis true, it, would _ not 
excufe them ; but nothing can. be more falfe. 
And indeed, they are fo much given to. deny- 
ing notorious facts, and affzsting, known falfe- 
hoods, 
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hoods, in their difputes with Proteftants ; that a 
famous ancient hicroglyphic in Diofpolis, ought, 
methinks, to be infcribed in all their churches ; 
the nearer the pulpit or altar the better. In that 
hieroglyphic a young child fignified coming in- 
to the world ; an old man, going out of it ; an 
hawk, the Deity ; an hippopotamus, hatred ; 
anda crocodile, impudence. All which, being 
taken together, in the Egyptian manner, exprefl- 
ed this ufeful leffon ; O ye that come into the 
world, and that go out of it, God hates impudence. 

Never did any pagan idolaters implore greater 
bleffings of their fupreme, or fo great of their 
- inferior deities, or demons, as the Romancatho- 
ics implore direétly of their faints, efpccially of 
Mary. But it has fometimes been faid by them, 
that there is a material difference in this refpedt: 
That thofe dead men and women, whom the 
heathens worfhipped, were ignorant of true re- 
ligon, and black with crimes in their life-time ; 
whereas thofe that are worfhipped in the church 
of Rome, were very holy perfons, adorned with 
many fhining virtues, the workers of miracles, 
the {pecial favourites of heaven ; and the like. 
Be it fo: But the queftion is not,who were the 
beft, the moft worthy of imitation, and an ho- 
nourable remembrance ; but whether any dé- 
Mons, or dead men, were they ever fo holy, can 
be thus worfhipped without idolatry ? True, ‘it 
is more foolifh and wicked to adore an il’man 
thus after his deceafe,than a wife and good onex 
But yet the latter is as truly idolatry’ as the o- 
ther. If the Pagans were idolaters in worthip- 
ee Koa ping 


; 36 The Wolatryof worfhipping 


“ping their’ deceafed ‘kings and heroes, « it. was 
“neither only nor chiefly, becaufe they were wick- 
“ed: but becaufe they were demons, or ‘dead 
men § creatures that ought not to be thus wor- 
Bag er ‘altho’ they had been virtuous & good. 
“And fince the Romanifts pay the ‘like, if not 
“greater honors, to dead men and women, or de- 
‘Mnons ; this muft, for the fame reafon, be ido- 
“fatry in them alfo. 
” But it may be remembered,that fome of thofe 
“then, whom the Pagans deified, had really been 
“great benefaétors to their re{fpeftive countries 
“and ages ; teachers of agriculture, and other ufe- 
‘fullarts ; the deftroyers of tyrants, and other 
wild beafts and monfters ; the founders of citics 
“and empires ; wife legiflators ; upright judges, 
and good kings, the fathers of their people. In 
which refpeéts they had at leaft as good a title 
“to great honors, both living, and after their de- 
ceafe, as fome of the popifh faints ; I think a 
much better. For divers of thofe, who adorn 
the Roman kalender, were but ignorant enthu- 
*fiafts, {Carce better than madmen ; perfons who 
never did any thing worthy of applaufe. - Was 
Symeon ‘Stilités® worthy of fignal honors’ for 
“having his {tation ‘thirty years‘on'a high: pillar, 
“Yike a flattic'on its pedeftal?" or the more like a 
“god Was Atithony, for peachitig to birds;beafts 
and fithes ? Was Francis,” 'for® hearitig!’ Chrift’s 
“voice, as they fay, “come from’ wericitie*'s and 
“ being fo tranfported with pious zeal orfomething 
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® This circum(tance is mectioned by bp. Stillingfleet, as from 
cardinal Bonaventure, " . 
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-elfe,,as to. throw, away his \breeches ?, Were 
_ others, for, wearing . out much _ hair-cloth 
atid whip-cord on. their backs, and no fhoes 
- on their feet, for many years ?.. or for thofe 
‘numerous ridiculous feats, which knaves, re- 
- ported,, and. fools believed, as BBITASIR® Bact 
other .popith ‘faints had, if poflible, even | efs 
fanétity than,thefe ; being rebels, traitors and 
affaflines ; the pefts of fociety, and difturbers 
-of kingdoms, Were not Ofiris, Hercules and 
7Efsculapius, Vulcan, Rhadamanthus and Ro- 
mulus, at leaft as worthy to be enrolled a- 
mong, the. gods, ,as Ignatius Loyola, Garnet 
and Thomas.a Becket, among the faints? It 
. is more abfurd to. worthip fuch contemptible 
and wicked perfons as fome of the popith 
{faints were, than fome of thofe, whom the 
Pagans deified ; or even than to worfhip the 
-ftars and elements, which are fo ufeful ro us. 
And ‘I would gladly know,’ fays one,“ why 
«I may not as well honor God. by giving 
worthip tothe fun, as to Ignatius Loyola, 
or St. Francis, or.any other late canonized 
faint?—The) fun is a certain. monument, of 
God's goodnefs, wifdom, and power, and I 
‘cannot be mifaken therein. ; >but can ne- 
‘ver be certain of the,holinels of thofe per- 
fons, Iam. toigive divine, worfhip,to.; For 
all that I.can.know, Ignatius Loyola was a 
. great hypocrite ;but,d.am fure that the fan 
‘is none.; but, that he, fhines, and communi- 
-cates perpetual influences, to the huge ad- 
vantage of the world.’ { But 
t Dr Stillingfleet. sip sbagie As 
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But to have done with faint-worfhip ; the 
dogtrine and precepts of {criptute are clearly 
againtt this practice of the Romanifts. And 
what fcripture example there is of ‘it, which 
they may think worthy their imitation, I 
know.not ; except, perhaps, it be that of the 
~ wicked rich man in hell, who,earneftly pray- 
ed Saint Abraham, but in vain, to fend Laza- 
rus.to.cool his tongue with a drop of water. 
But, methinks, itis time enough for men to 
follow this example, when they come into 
that place of torment themfelves, and defpair 
of God's hearing their, prayers. A dreadful 
extremity | to. which we pray our adverfarics 
may. never be reduced: And if there is any 
fuch place as the purgatory they talk. of, we 
fhould be rejoiced, if there were any good rea- 
fon to hope they might efcape even.that alfo— 
For, by their own account, itis a very tedi- 
ous, round-about and painful way to heayen. 


HERE is time to add but little concern- 
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chicfly occafioned the calling of the fecond 
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council» of Nice, anno 787; in which they 
were cetifuted, atid the worfhip of images 
confirmed ; efpecially as that council expref- 
feth it,.‘ the image of the Lord atid Géd, our 
* Saviour Jeftis Chiift ; nextly that of ‘our 
‘ immaculate lady the mother of God, of the 
“ venerable angels, and then thofe of all the 
‘ faints.’ ‘The council, however palliatés this 
idolatry by faying, they did not mean to give 
images the worfhip of latria, but an honorary 
adoration, as to a type ; which redounds to 
the honor of the prototype. * Imaginis enim 
‘honor,’ &c. For the honor of an image ter- 
minates on the prototype ; and be that adores an 
tage, alfo adores therein what is reprefented by 
it, | This council alfo fpeaks of the great 
benefit of pictures and images, in edifying thé 
people, efpecially the vulgar, who could not 
réad. * The council’ of Trent refers to, and 
confirms 


te Vid. Con. Nicen. II. A&. 7. 

* The author here fubjoins a tranflation of a paflage he 
which the fenfe of Romancatholics as to the worthip of cruei- 
fixes, and other images of Chrift, may furtherappear } as alfo, 

" what is meant by coadoration, a term ufed, but not explained, . 
in this difeourfe. * Nec inde fequitur, hoc pofito, imagines’, 

&c. Nor does it follow, this being fuppofed, that images are’ 

to be retained only to help the memory, as modern heretics, 

would have it : for memory is purcly hiftorical, and memory 
exciteth to render worthip to God and the faints ; but accor- 

_ dingto this notion images, would be kept for that latter te= 
membrance [only ] Neverthelefs the other opinion is more 
Probable, and more agreeable to the fynod, that images fhould 

’. be honoredeven in themfelves, and thould be the material ter- 

“ minative object of veneration, and not onty the exemplar, ap- 
prchended in them, or at the prefence of them; becaufe when 
the council fays, that images are to be adored, but not with 

Jatria, 
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confirms: the» decrees: of this; adding, .fome. 
farther: ‘explanations and cautions,: relative: to 
this point): particularly the. following » ‘Non, 
‘ propteréa:Divinitatem figurari’,: &e, f , That, 
the Divinity: is: not. therefore figured; os tho’ »1t, 
could be feen with bodily eyes, or sexpreffed-by co- 
lors: or es [a good reafon, why: it fhould, 
not! be:at all attempted. ]. Moreover; adds the; 
council: /et all fuperftition ins thei invocation: of 
faints, in the veneration of reliques, and. in, the 
facred ufe of images, be taken awayy Sietionio 
Here is a plain conceffion, that.they figure 
the Divinity, even while: they, acknowledge 
it cannot be feen, or expreffed by, figures or 
colors: Which might, perhaps, pafs for a con- 
tradiGtion in any church, but.an infallible one. 
But not to ftand.on fuch niceties. with them, ; 
| 92, otto, Ol: aade 
Jatria, it intends that another thing fhould be adored befides 
the Exemplar-only ; for fiace Chrift thould be adored with true 
atria, the fynod would not deny the worfhip of latria to his 
image, if indeed in the adoration of it, not his image, but Chrift 


~ himfelf were adored, to'whom no‘other adoration befides that 
_ oflatria, belongeth... So that jit intimates hereby, that fome 
adoration belongeth to images, diftinét from the veneration and 
“honor of the prototype, and which, “in'thé kind of worfhip, is 
“linferior.— An/image ishonored two ways: Firft, as it is itfelf 
~ othe material: termi tive object of | w: rfhip, but the prototype 
* the et ‘for wich i Gat i at Sitlod fp! is chad re 
“Ganage'is honored together with: & prototype ; yee fo that the 
_! pforotype fhould, nse boned toner fecondarily, 
T 


: image fec 

as the royal robes are honored toget ith the king ;, and 
Wat NCetitea coldorRivgrasher han aoraGon?! "Tibbs t ap- 
prehend in my mind him that was crucified, together with the 
crofs [ perhaps, not-always] and in-adoring the Crucified, with 
a direct mete te we itfelf” ie condered 3B che fare act. 
Suma concil_omn. ‘Operate: Audio M-L.-Bail i Wbbavil} Dod. 
."Pheah ac Propeaiten. Parif. “In conc. Nica, il, 
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to make’ and worthip any picture or image of © 
Chrift, confidered as God, which is what they 
chiefly intend here, is idolatry 3 ; and directly 
contrary tothe fecond commandment, whe- 
ther it be latria, or dulia only, that is\ paid 
thereto. And the diftinctions, of which the 
Papitts ferve themfelves, would ferve as ‘well 
to juftify the Ifraelites of old, provided they 
worthipped golden calves only as fymbols:or 
~ types of Jehovah ; intending this honor fhould 
terminate on him,’as the prototype. « Upon 
the fame principle, thofe Pagans who wor- 
fhipped images, not for their own fake, but 
as fuppofed ‘reprefentations of the invifible 
God, could not be charged-with idolatry, 
how often foever they might. kifs, proftrate 
themfelves before, and offer incenfe and facri- 
fices to them. Some pagan worfhippers of 
idols and images could, probably, have made 
fuch a plea as truly, and with a much better 
grace, than thofe of the Romancatholics 
_ who have the holy fcriptures; in which all 
image-worfhip is plainly forbidden. And, 
indeed, the leaders. in the. church of Rome 
have fhewn a confcioufnefs;: ethat fcripture 
was againft them in this refpect, by leaving 
, the fecond commandment. wholly. out of thofe 
which are defigned for common ‘ufe, and: di- 
viding the Jaft of the ten into ata to ORAPIPat 

the number. (>: 
‘AS to other pi@tares and images} ; ifitbe 
idolatry to worthip faints and angéls, as it is 
F 3 pradtifed 
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‘pradifed in the church of Rome } it is even 


nore fo, to worfhip their images,. .As fome 
have juttly obferved, they are guilty of double 
idolatry in this refpeét ; firft, in, worlhipping 
faints and,angels themfelves, and “then in. ar 
dorihg their images, with the.like external 
‘worfhip of prayers, proftrations and incenfe : 
For either of thefe things would be idolatry, 
without the other. The fame arguments 
which prove, that the Pagans worfhipping 
the images of their demons, or inferior deities, 
was idolatry, will alfo thew the idolatry of 
the'church of Rome, in worthipping the ima- 
Ses of angels and faints, who are, ftrictly and 
properly, their demors. The more intelli- 
gent fort of pagans did not afcribe divinity to 
their images themfclves ; nor honor them with 
a more profound reverence, internal or exter- 
nal, than Romancathiolics pay to theirs, Nay, 
fonte of them were intirely againft the ufe of 
any images in their religious fervices ; as tend- 
ing to give people too grofs conceptions of the 
- Deity... And when. the council of ‘Trent fo 
tavelY injoin, that all fiperfiton in the wor 
lip. of daintsan reliques, and in the /acred nfe 
‘images, thould be taken away, ftill encouraging 
thefe practices themfelves ; it is as anti-feriptu- 
ralaitrationalasi thofe fathers bad decreed 
that mep thould commit fornication, but with- 
out unchafticy ; theft and robbery, but with- 
out inj Nee » murder, without breach of cha- 
rity ; and blafphemy, without impiety. The 
ae ieee facrea 
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Sacred ‘af ‘of thefe., vices, is hardly. Breater 
fie ee ‘than the other. ‘The fu uperftition 
this ki d of worfhip cannot be ta ts Away, 
4withor t taking away that ‘wor ip itfelf No 
is there any, better foundation for a einai tion 
between. the’ ule ‘and abufe thereof, than be 
tween the ufe and abufe of lying and adultery, 
inceft and perjury. Indeed, the Teailers, ’ 
the church of Rome find all thefe ‘crimes ety 
ufeful i in their turns, and fubfervient to their 
own ends, when kept under their diferete and 
fkilful management: So that,in their opinion, 
laying them wholly afide might, perhaps, be 
the greateft poflible abufe. of them. For whag 
would then become of theit dilpenGhiens 
pardons, indulgencies, and I know, not what$ 
the wicked craft, by which they have tik 
wealth ? Sf : oe 


. T ‘HE patience of this learned and. refpecr 
table audience fhall be requefted no 
PaEe than while I fubjoin a few reflexions. 


If then, the church of Rae be grofly Hs 
latrous in the feveral refpedts aforefaid 5 hig 
ly dithonouripg’ God, and the. one, Medi it 
wee he we appointed, ' by an Ged Wwe 
a of,and ‘dependence upon, many Ay : 
Eollows, that fhe is fo far ft from , re 
ae tue church, ‘and chafte Agen 
ut at fhe js a‘moft Cortupt one,’ a fi hy pro off 
ap we hath. forfaken het Ait love, ‘an ds 
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hecomeyfindeedjuthe mother of harlots. ’ 
Some.:Papifts. exptefsly own, that: ‘ if the 
é,churehof Rome.is. guilty of herefy, much 
‘unores if guilty of idolatry, itfallsunder the 
< apoftke’s. excommunication, Gal. 'he8.And 
Af the be not actually guilty of both; it will be 
dificult, at leaft, I believe abfolutely: impofli- 
ple, to: thew what church or perfohrever was, 
that,named the name of Chrift. If foundnefs 
,of doctrine and purity of worfhip are effential 
gmarks. of a true church, as they allow ; we 
mutt. look for them, notin that of Rome, but 
elfe-wKere ; unlefs we proceed upon the 
‘quaint maxim of one who faid, that whoever 
swould. find what he is in fearch of, muft look 
for it where it is not, as well as where it is. 
And if thefe marks are wanting, another, 
which they likewife boatt of, mutt alfo fail 
them ; viz. holinefs: At leaft, it is not cafy 
to fee how that can be an holy church, how- 
sever catholic. it may be, in which fuch abo- 
aninable idolatry. is publicly authorized, and 
-univerfally, practifed. 
jo(Ut father-appears.from hence, what great 
Aanger thereiiscof perditiom in the communion 
ef this;churchp every true fon/and daughter of 
«which is, and:»muft be, -an-idolatero: The wrath 
‘mbGedchas not béen revealed:from heaven more 
, frequently, or in':more awful terms, apainftany 
tone-clafs of finners, than againft idolaters. And 
one of the moft diftinguifhing charagers of the 
Bisat: apoftacy ‘from the faith, foretold, is 
Savory us teoieaumerg Rowe ads yids idolatry, 
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idolatry, will-worthip, a voluntary, affected hus 
anility, and: worfhipping of angels and demons. 
‘Phe Spirit: fpake’ exprefly, that ‘in the latter 
times 'fome! dhould:apoftatize from ‘the: faith, 
‘giving hedd {to erroneous fpirits, and do&ttines 
concerning:«dentons, thro’: the® hypocrify of 
‘lyarsyhaving feared confcjences ; forbidditig'te 
marry;vand<dommanding to abftain ‘from meats, 
which: God, &c.* It is fo much eafiertofind 
all: thefe-charatters «in a certain ‘chufch’ how’ in 
the world, than the marks of a'true oné; that 
there is hardly ‘any: room to doubt-about “the 
right application of them. SIA W SHS 

~ “The-ancient Babylon -was famous’ for idola- 
try; ofwhich it feems‘to:‘havé been ‘the fir 
feat after the flood’; perhaps was the principal, 
for a confiderable: time before either Egypt or 
Phoenicia obtained the infamous prehéminencé. 
if fo, this fuggefts one intelligible reafon; why 
the apoftate, idolatrous “party ‘in’ thé “chfiftian 
world fhould be defigned:by the fpirit' of ‘pro- 
phecy, under the title of Babylon: And-evén 
the Romancatholics generally own, that’ Rome 
is the Babylon of the new teftament ; ‘only they 
fay, it is Rome pagan, not chriftian.’ “Which, 
‘ tho’ faid withontany good: reafon, and even con- 
trary to ftrong evidence, was yet'neceflary “for 
them to fay ;unlefs they would farther own, that 
the nioft. dreadful curfes imthe whole’ bible’are 
a lobi flaicge mors ,2torinit 10. tesa ited 
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#1 Tim. fV. 1, 2,3. , The author has followed. the ledened 
and excellent Mr. Jof. Mede's tranflation of this paflage, 
' ‘which is unqueftionably the moft grammatical and proper, 
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pointed dire@ly againft themfelves ; for thefe 
are pointed againft Babylon. “Nor is.it wholly 
unworthy of remark, that the modern Babylon 
alfo near. y refembles the ancient in refpect of 
the particular kind of death, which -fhe infliés 
‘on thofe, who renounce her idolatrous worthip. 
In the ancient, they who would not-fall down 
and‘ worhip idols, were caft into a furnace of 
fire: In the modern, burning: -to “death-is the 
ordinary’ punifhment for fuch diflenters and 
{chifmatics; and in ber is found the blood of 
prophets and of faints. The former was a moft 
“jnhuman enemy and perfecutor of God’s peor 
‘ple: Bur yet, where fhe flew her thoufands, 
“the latter has flain her ten thoufands. So much 
does the pretended only true and unerring 
church exceed the ancient Babylon in execrable 
cruelty, perfecution and tyranny ! 
 Altho’ there had been no other weighty ob- 
ection againft the church of Rome, befides her 
idolatry, this alone would fafficiently juftity thofe 
who have renounced her communion: ‘For what 
« agreement hath the temple of God with idols” 
or his worfhip, with that of bread, demons and 
images? But,fo enormoufly antichriftian is this 
church in many other refpetts, that we might 
almoft reckon idolatry itfelf among ber, leffer 
etrors and abominations! In one view of it, in- 
deed,'or increly as. it affects. civil. fociety, it is 
far from being the greateft. No perfon, furely, 
can ever want good authority to leave the com- — 
muUnION, of facha church. A warrant for it may 
yaad Diss ae a 
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be found in alraol every page of thebible; pat 


ticularly Revel. xviii. Where, after.a defcription: 
of Babylon as ‘ fallen,’ ‘or apoftatized ; as 
become the habitation of demons [eeiao<r] and 
a.cage. of every unclean and hateful bird, 
&c, it follows, * And I heard a voice from. 
heaven, faying, Come ‘out of her, my people, - 
* that ye be not partakers of her fins, and that 
‘ ye receive not of her plagues: For her fin’. 
‘ have reached unto heaven, and God hath e+ 
* membered her iniquities.’ This is fufficient 
warrant to come out-of a church, whether 
Rome or any other, to which the charatters of 
Babylon actually agree. And how much foever: 
the church of Rome may curfe thofe of theRe 
formation, or imprecate. upon them the ven- 
geance of Peter, Paul, the Queen of heaven, and 
the other faints; we may be pretty fure, that 
they have neither power nor inclination to 
harm us on this account; that they -will nei 
ther deftroy us themfelves, nor pray God to dé 
it. They who invocate them to this end, in 
folemn form, and fupport and propagate what 
they mif-call rcligion, by perfecution,, fire and: 
{word ; have far more reafon tofear the ‘im= 
precations of thofe faints that were {lain for the 
word of God, and for the teftimony which they 
held; whom John faw-under the altar, while 
they ‘cried with,.a loud voice, faying, How. 
“long, O Lord, “holy and true, doft thou. not 
‘judge and avenge our blood on them that 
‘ dwell on the earth?’{—O Babylon, if thou 

feareft 
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feareft. not the imprecation’s of thofe faints, 
who have been flain in and by thee, for the 
teftimony which-they held againft thy idolatry, 
and other. abominations; at leaft fear him, 
whom all faints and angels adore. Thou haft 
made kings and nations drunk with the wine of 
thy fornication ; and thyfelf with the blood 
of the martyrs of Jefus. And tho’ thou 
glorifieft thyfelf, and liveft delicioufly by fraud, 
oppreffion and blood, faying, [fit a queen, and 
fhall fee no forrow ; yet know, that thy day is 
coming: For ffrong is the Lord God who 
judgeth thee} 
~ Deteftable as the idolatry of the church of 
Rome is, there are other of her principles and 
practices, as has been intimated, which more 
immediately affect the peace and order of civil 
focicty, the honor of princes, and the liberty 
and common rights of mankind. Our contro- 
verfy with her is not merely a religious one: 
It is not, on our part, only a defence of the 
worfhip of one God. by one Mediator, in op- 
pofition to that of a thoufand demons or idols ; 
of the authority of the facred oracles, in oppo- 
fition to that of idle legends and traditions ; 
and of fober reafon in oppofition to the grofleft 
fanaticifm: But a defence of our laws, liberties, 
and civil rights as men, in oppofition. to: the 
proud claims and encroachments of ecclefiafti- 
cal perfons, who under the pretext of religion, 
and faving mens fouls, would engrofs ail power 
and property to themfelves, and reduce us » 
the 
t Rev.. XVII. 


Reflections. 49 
the moft abjed flavery: It is a deferice, if T 
may fo. exprefs it, of the common rights of 
fecing, hearmg, touching, fmnelling, tafling ; all 
which ‘popery PAtiaeké and undermtinés, by the 
‘doérife of tranfubftantiation ; and would take 
them from us, asa means of making ws dutiful 
‘fons, or rather wretched flaves of the church. 
We muft not fee, tafte or fmell, but ‘as’ the 
church is pleafed to give us leave. If ‘fhe fhews 
‘us a morfel of bread, or a drop or two of wine, 
after the prieft has played a few tricks with it ; 
we muft believe it isno longer bread or wine, 
but God. And whatever elfe fhe declares, we 
muft implicitly receive it on her authority, on 
pain of being burnt in this world, and damned 
in the next! So important is this controverfy, 
as the honourable founder of this leéture well 
knew ; having himfelf written and publifhed a’ 
learned differtation relative thereto. { Altho’ 
we had no regard for true religion, yet. we 
ought in reafon and prudence to deteft the 
church of Rome, in the fame degree that we 
prize our freedom. “Her laws, more arbitrary 
than thofe of Draco, are, in. effet, like his, all 
written in blood: Popery ‘and’ I: ‘erty are ib- 
compatible; at irreconcileablée “enmity © with 
each other. » May’ gracious Fitayen * ever*pre- 
ferve. us. fromthe ones? and blef$§ us with 
the other :cAtidealt,- if we are cver to be fo 
unhappy as to lofe our liberty: Cod grant the 
lofs may nor'be aggravated, by having it taken 
from us either by lordly, tyrannical priefis,or by 

G thofe 

~ On ‘ flaves, and fouls of men, Rev, XVIII. 13. 
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thofe of the laity, from whom we have the beft 
reafon to expect the defence and fecurity of it. 
Popery is now making great ftrides.in Eng- 
land ; as great, perhaps, as it did inthe reign 
either of Charles or James the fecond: I pray 
God, things may not at length be:brought to 
as bad a pafs! Thoufands of weak:and wicked 
Proteftants are annually perverted to an impi- 
ous, horrid fyftem of tyranny over the bodies 
and fouls of men; which lefs deferves the 
name of religion, than that of an outrage on 
the fenfes, and molt valuable rights of men, 
and a fatire upon God. If we may believe 
_thofe who pretend to know, and probably-do, 
-popith prietts, jefuits, and other emiffaries, are 
very open and bold in our mother-country of 
late years, meeting with no vigorous. oppofi- 
tion: And even popz/h bi/hops refide there, and 
go about to exercife every part of their function, 
without offence. It feems, there is far lefs good 
old proteftant zeal than were to be wifhed and 
expected: Many, who call themfelves prote- 
ftants, {ook upon popery as an harmlefs, in- 
different thing, notwithftanding its. inherent, 
reftlefs, intolerant’ malignity, and moft deftruc- 
tive tendency. Heaven only knows.,what the 
end of thefe things will be; the profpeét is 

alarming ! | 
The agents of Rome, ever reftlefsand fchem- 
ing, compafs fea and land to make profelytes ; 
going about continually from country to coun- 
try, feeking whom they may devour: And, pro. 
bably, 
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bably, there is no proteftant country, in which 

there are not fome of them, at leaft lurking, if 

they dare not difcover themfelves, We fhould . 
not be: zguorant of their devices ; nor ever off 

our guard againftthem. May this feminary of 

learning; may the people, minifters and,churches 

of New-England, ever be preferved from popith, 

and all other»pernicious errors. Our Saviour, 

‘ona memorable occafion, faid to the tempter, 

It is written, Thou fhalt worfhip the Lord thy 

‘ God, and him.only fhalt thou ferve. If our 

popifh tempters are not confounded and filene’d 

with the like anfwer, it feems as if they had 

even lefs modefty than he, who once faid, as 

the church of Rome now, in effedt, faith; If 
thou wilt fall down and worflip ME, all fhail 

be thine. 

To conclude: They who would keep them- 
felves pure from every fpecies of idolatry, muft 
not only abftain from the worfhip of idols in 
the common grofs fenfe, as prattifed by Pagans 
and Papifts ; but alfo from an inordinate love 
of this world, its pleafures: and enjoyments ; 
and love God:fupremely.... The apottle ftiles a. 
covetous man ‘ an idolater’:} For, there are 
many that’make gold their hope, and fay unto 
the fine gold, ‘ Thou art my confidence,’ even 
before it is formed into an image by. art, and 
man’s device. By the fame rule, all other 
wicked men are in fome: fenfe idolaters. What- 
ever ufurps that place, that preheminence 2 
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the affeGions of men, which is due.to God 
alone; that is their idol, that. is their God. 
How many idolaters are there then, even among 
proteftants? They only, who love God above 
all things, worfhip him in fpirit and in truth, 
whatever church they live in commuion with. 
May fuch worfhippers, whom the Father 
feeketh, be increafed in every church, to his 
glory ; even till ‘ THE MAN oF sIN,’ whofe 
coming is after the working of fatan, with all 
deceivablenefs of unrighteoufnefs in them that 
perifh, fhall finally be confumed by the breath 
of theLord, and ‘ deftroyed with the brightnefs 
‘ of his coming’! * ; 


* o Theff. Il, 


PAGE 30, line 12 from the top, read, thofe things 


Advertifement. 

Pe repeated inquiry, the author could never 

obtain a fight either of the whole Re/arie of the 
Virgin Mary, or of the whole Mary-Pfalter. 'Thofe 
parts of them, which are produced in the foregoing 
difcourfe, were feleéted from among others of the 
fame tenor, and tranflated by him from the Latin, as 
he found it cited by authors of reputation ; particularly 
dogtor Henry More. For other citations he is wholly 
accountable himfelf. Many other prayers to the 
faints, even in the early ages of the church, may be 
feem in Sir I. Newton’s Ob/ervations on Daniel, &c. 
Part I. ch. 14. And among them a pretty remarkable 
prayer of Gregory Nazianzen to St. Athanafius; the 
latter of whom, as Sir Ifaac obferves, ‘ even from his 
‘youth, looked upon the dead faints as mediators of 
‘our prayers, &c. 


